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| 
In the United States Patent Office. 


| In the mtter of the interference between the 


app lication-of J.H.Ling, and Axel som,Tewksbury Ott and 
| others for Goin Operated Mechanism for.Phonographs 


: State of Michigan, 
ss 


| 
| 
| 
| Interference 15,444. | 
| 
County of Wayne. ! | 
| Jacob H.Ling , of Detroit, in the County | 
of Wayne and State of Michigan, being duly sworn dsposes | 
| and says, that he is a party tornthe interference 15444 | 
| declared by the Commissioner of Patents, Novenber 2, | 
| 1891 upon the following claim: 
1. The combination, with a phonograph, of a coin- 
controlled mechanism for throwing said phonograph into 


operation, and means operated by the phonograph to stop 


| 2 The combination, ,with a phonograph having | 


) 

| 

| the phonograph. 
| 

its motor-circuit normally open, of coin-controlled 
| 

\ 


| 
: mechanism for closing said circuit, and means operated by | 
the phonograph to open said cirfuit. 

/ That he conceived of the invention described | 
| fie said claims about the first of Septanber 1590 and 
| 


| made drawings of the same about that time: that in 
Septenber or October of that year he disclosed the inven- 
tion to others and that in the month of October 1890 he 


made a model which , 
| was a reduction 45 
he to Pregs aes THA L mond R. Wile 


Research Library 


_/since that. time he has built a large number of devices 


I i: 


| / ‘eo ying said invention for general sale and that this 


jis as full,” ‘clear and exact a ‘statement as deponent can 


etd 


ace | = ab: this time makes 


C> ee OA: ee eg 


‘Sworp and subscribed to before me this _____ 
“coy: of frcenber, iol. 


eS ic ae “Totary we Me Wayne Coe Mich. 
Lomita 


OA EL Ral b pba Mt NY 


: > a Meas 9 a end eee Pi RA Adee ES 
ee ee Te - 


ROT eee 


ae i aerate piece a dr aneeals 


Sokey Se \ 28 et ge a Qe EEA Oot TORU Ny erm EYE tung 
— yak ee ig aba 


Raymond R. Wile 
Reseai h Library 


me | sé . ‘ 

| { ° witha = oy 

ae + “ a4 ~ Pe 3m —— 
4 oe 

4 x r 

2 «~ 

4 . - - ee _ 

ie ~ St ope “ 

me s wee ee ae ee acage 

ve x eet ON Pema atts ts ane 


Si ae Paella Sebati 
‘ 
: 
i 
; 
i 


dw ong etd. es DE ee 5 tan “a be tes 
NST PE eee yo Sipe TL ae oP, yo Re 


nar: 


Bice tants Tp eee ok 


Sa RS Gls i eaten ie a 


ne Sant e 


Pare Fay 


OD ONCE we OP eee 
Me. Hy Fans 


ee . 


No. 15,444. . ; 


i Interferance GeGe 


1 
1 
I 
i 
I 
I 
1 
{ 
1 
1 
1 
1 
{ 
1 
I 
1 
i 
1 
! 
1 
' 
1 
1 
1 
1 
i 
! 
{ 
i 
1 
“ 


& 
Ns 
x 
S 


STATES PATENT OFFICE. 
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4p Gom Bs ‘INTERIERANCE IN THE UNITED 
| 
| 
| 


\ | 
| 


. Preliminary statement of Leon I. Douglas. 


Leon F. Douglas of Chicago, in'the County of Cook, 


and State we Nee ceed being duly sworn, doth depose and say’ 


THAT he is a party to the interferance declared by the | 


| Gonmissioner of Patents, November 2nd, A.De,1891, between the 


patent No. 431,883 granted to Leon Fe. Douglas July 8th, AeDe | 
1890, for coin controlled PEO GE filed April 16th, whe 

| lids and the application of Ce Axelson, GE. Tewksbury, and 

| SeSe Ott of Topeka, Kansas, forceOin operated mechanism for 


| Phonographs, those attorneys! are ReSe & AePe Lacey of Wash» 


ington, DeCe; the application of E. T. Gilliland and I.W. 

Toppan, of New York hiatal, tr. Ye, Lor attachment for automatic- 
| ally operating Phonographs, whose attorney is Thomas TE ee 
of New York City, NeYe; Claims 20 & 23, of Patent Noe 428, 750 


. 


| granted to Le Glass and W. Se Arnold May 27th, AeDe,1890, of 


| SanFrancisco, Cale, for coinactuated Attachments ie Phono-= 


graphs, whose a es Fae of record, are Dewey & Coe, of San» 


as associates; claims ll, 12 & 13 of Patent Noe 428,751, 


| : | 
sranecd May me th, Ae De 1890, to said Glass and Arnold for a 


| 
| 

| 

| Francisco, Cals, with AeHe Evans & Ser of Washington, De On, 
| . 

| 
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like entitled invention, and with the same attorneys as above 


noted; claims 12, 13 & 14 of an apblication of said Glass & 
Arnold, for Nunismotoy Phonograph, with Boone & Acker of 137 
Miont gomery Ste SanFranciseo, Cals, as attorneys, and Aol. 
Jorsell of Washington Dele, as associate; claims 2,3,4,6,8, 
191657 Oe, 29, 83, to 57, 40,46, 50,.53, 58, 54, to 57, 


° 


& 60 of an application of AeKs. Keller of New York City, NeYe, 


for attachments for operating Phonographs; claims 5, 5, 6, 7, 


So 


S, 9, 11, & 49, of another application of said Keller for a 


machine for automatically operating Phonosraphs, with the 


ee 


same attorneys: Claims 12, to 15 & 22, of another of said 
Keller's applications for machine for automativally operating 


Phonographs$ Ezra Te Gilliland of New York City, is assignee 


of sole interest in the Keller applications, and his attorney 
is Thomas Ewing Jre of 155 Broadway, of New York City; and 
claim 14 of the application of J.sH. Ling of Detroit, Michigan, 
for coin operated mechanism for Phonographs, whose attorneys 
are MeSs Sprague & Son of Detroit, Michigan, with LeS. Bacon 
of Washington, DeCe as associate; that he conceived the inven= 
| 


tion set forth in the declaration of interferance, on or about! 


the lst day of September, AeDe,1S883 that he did not rake 


/ drawings: ©. of the invention in issue; th at on or about the 


lst day of September, AeD.,1888, he first explained the in= 


vention to others, and that he mage a model showing the in-= | 


vention on or about the / 4 day of September, AeD.?1888, | 
that he embodied his invention in a full sized m achine which | 
| 


was completed about the J4 day of 18 Yana 


fe ~~ t - . 
or about the Q ts day of CA , 184, the 
a yi 
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said machine was successfully operatedat the office of the 

Nebraska Phonograph Company on the Tenth floor of the New 

i : . 

\ ye Life Insurance. Building in the City of Omaha, County of | 
i 


re fl Douglas, and State of Nebraska, and that he has since conp 


‘° HI 
| 4 tinued to use the’same, and that he has manufactured others | 
| Wie Fig . 
4 Soeduae end sale. 
; } } ~ XY _— we 7 af - ¢ 
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In the matter of the Interference of : 


ALBERT K. KELLER ‘Pre aukiceery state- 
: | ~Vs- :ment of Keller. 
| : 7 Numerous Parties, ,In re Ser. Nos. 
Declared —v 2, 1891. , 579,824 581,404 
No. 15444 Ge . 584, 477. 
sags ltl es me Ti cnc stad cnn aa 8 


ALBERT K. KELLER, of the CITY, COUNTY and STATE of 

NEW YORK, being duly sworn, says, he is a party to the above 
entitled Interference, and the applicant in three applica- 

tions for Letters Patent to wit: Nos. 579,824 filed January 

Lie 81, 1891, 381,404 filed February 14, 1891, and 384,477 filed 
Mareh 10, 1891 involved therein; that he conceived the in- 


ventions set forth in the declaration of interference herein 


, 


i 


F in or about the month of July 1887; that he made the draw- 
tings illustrating said inventions in or about the month of 


Zz July 1887; that he first explained the inventions to others 


! fs in or about the month of July 1687; that he never made a 
\ a Fi 
| f model; that he made a full siged operating machine which 


a 
at 


f embodied said inventions in or about the month of November 
# (1887, and that said mich ine was successfully operated at hig 
residence and at the Edison Phonograph Works in Bloomfield 
County of Essex and State of New Jersey; that machines 

embodying said inventions were subsequently manufactured 
under his direction at the shop of the Gilliland Electric 


£ 


Company, at Adrian, Lenawee County, State of Michigan, MX ox 
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’e 


and were completed in or about the month of November 18289; 


Ahat these machines were at the time successfully operated 


f at the shop where they were manufactured and subsequently 


at the residence of E. T. Gilliland, 179 West End Avenue, 
New York City, in“the month of January 1890: and he has 
Since continued Endisias them; and that machines embodying his 
inventions as set forth in the declaration of interference, 
have, since the last named date been extensively manufactu- 
red and introduced throughout the United States, with his 


tbbeid Fe FELD 


cooperation. 


Subseribed and sworn to before me 
this 9th., day of December, 1891. 
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ave . PRELIMINARY STATEMENT of Charles Axelson, Georse Ff. 
: Tewksbury and Simon S. Ott. 
In the above entitled cause personally appeared before 
e, me » Charles Axelson .Georre Tewksbury and Simon 8, Ott, who 
| being duly sworn, state: 


Firs ti... That they conceived the invention in con- 


<-: f\ troversy on or about, May 15th,..1890. 
earth rT hail wr 


* 5-6. 020%) a8 That they made no complete drawings. of 

the invention at ‘ehiatt time, but that subsequently sketches | 
were made on board, paper, and other convenient material for | 
working use. | 

Po  Deee es That they explained the invention to others 
in the month of September, 1890. 
| 'p our th: That*they made the first*model: of the | 
invention on or about September 20th, 1590. That they 
subsequently made other models ani these were exhibited 
publicly at various times and in various places. 

Pt f th: That they made a complete operating machine 
on or about October 15th,. 1890. 

S ees That hey have meade one hundred and eic-hty- 
three machines which are in successful operation, and have 
been so operated for months past. 


eS .. Late Loo Yo AS Lae tu8 


: Wo eer yteecarere: a KS ek abi Samerctle a er ae 


pee eee S Ged tb LMC A i are | 
-| . Leetacier dh PA se cae amine | 


fe Sworn to and subscribed before me, this SNE soy of 


|  Riercccken ISG" e- Wf | 


Eo 


6» 8, a8 Ts ene Sewers 


SS Sie ‘Notary Public. 
ave BY. Lue Be Pa “ 
| ie, ay _ Commission expires IP er 


oR Tee ; 
Raymond R. Wile 
Research Library 


Alt communications should be addressed to 


<The Commissioner of Patents, ise | Lt ey fy J, s 
= pa eS DEPARTMENT OF THE {NTERIOR, “fF op ee 
: -e 2 Gy 4) es ae Hy 
. (Yoyrided Shales Y niend Opue GG 
| Washington, D, C., Nove, 2,1892 

Examiner of Ser 
An interference is found to exist between the following 
cases, and in respect to the invention therein specified, to wit; 
: CASES, 

1. C. Axelson, G.E, Tewksbury, and S.S. Ott, of Topeka, Kansas, 
for Coin Operated oe for Phonographs, filed July 25, 1891; 
Serial No. 400, 683, whose attormey is R. S. & A.P. Lacey, of 
Washington, D.C., 

ode We Liing, of Detroit, Michigan, for Coin Operated Mechanism 
for Phonographs, filed June 4, 1891; Serial No. 395, 137, whose 
attorney is T. S. Sprague & Son, of Detroit, Michigan, assoc. L.S. 
Bacon of Washington, D.C, 

3. A.K. Keller, of New York City, for Machines for Automatically 
Operating Phonographs, filed March 10, 1891; Serial No. 384,477, 
whos @-attomey—is-Redding—&Kiddie,-of-New York -City,. 

4, A. K. Keller, of New York City, for Machine for Automatically 
Operating Phonographs, filed February 14, 1891, Serial No. 381,404, 
whose—attormeys—are-—Redding—& Kiddie, of-New-York-—City, -with 


Fos ter-&—Freeman—of—Washington,—D.—0,,- as-ass0ciates, 


-5. <A. K. Keller, of New York City, for Attachments for Operating 


Sicsceneeeniierecilitiinian —_ = nie manna 
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Phonographs, filed January 31, 1891, Serial No. 379,824, whose 
attomeys-are Redding—&Kiddlie,-of New York City, with-Foster—&. 
* *e ¥Freeman,—of-Washington,—D.C.,—as—associates. 

Thomas Ewing, Jr., of 155 Broadway, New York City, is attorney 
for E, T, Gilliland, of New York City, the sole assignee in Kellers 
x ap applications. 

Ge by ®, Douglass, of Grand Island, Nebraska, for Automatic Coin 
Controlled annie wisi April 16 1890, Serial No. 348,169, 
a J patent 431,883, July 3, 1890,whose attorney of record is F. W, 

a Ritter, Jr., of Washington, D.C. 

7. %&£. T. Gilliland and F. W. Téppan of New York City, for Attach 
ments for Automatically Operating Phonographs, fikd March 6.1890, 
Serial No, 342,875, whose attorney ae ero of New York 
City, with—-Foster—&—Freeman,—of-Washington, D.—C.,—as-associates,. 

8. L. Glass and W. S. Arnold, of San Francisco, Cal., for Numis-= 
motor Phonograph, Piet Wiwrvary 15, 1890, Serial No, 340,627, 
whose attomeys are Boone & Acker, of San Francisco,Cal., with A. 
L. Morsell, of Washington, D. C. as associates. 

9. L. Glass and W. S. Arnold, of San Francisco, Cal., two patents 
for Coin Actuated Attachments for Phonographs, and Coin Actuated 
Attachments for Phonographs, respectively, patent 428,751, May 27, 
1890, (application Serial No, 339,069, filed February 3, 1390,) 


and patent 428, 750, May 27, 1890, (application Serial No. 334,196 


filed December 18, 1889,) respectively, in which the attorneys of 


mek AP abla RB clea ite ne 
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record are Dewey & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., with A. H. Evans & 
Co,, Of Washington, D.C., as associates. 

ISSUE, 
le The combination, with a phonograph, of a coin=controlled 
* mechanism for throwing said phonograph into operation, and means 
operated by the phonograph to stop said phonograph, 

Ze The combination, with a phonograph having its motor=-circuit 
... normally open, of sen eniieticictul mechanism for closing said cir= 
cuit, and means operated by the phonograph to open said circuit, 

Count 1 of the foregoing issue covers substantially claims 7, 
,8 and 14 of Axelson, Tewksbury and Ott's application; claim 14 of 
Ling's application;claims 12 to 15, and 22 of Keller's application 
Serial No, 384,477; claims 3,5 to 9, 11, and 49 of Keller's appli- 
cation Serial No, 381,404; claims 2,3,4,6,7,3,12,16,19,26, 29,33 
to 37, 40, 46,50, 51,52,54 to 57, and 60 of Keller's applicatiom 
Serial No, 379,824; claims 1 and 2 of Douglass patent; claims 11 
and 12 of Gilliland and Toppan's application; claims 12,13, and 14 
‘of Glass & Arnold's application; claims 11 ,12, and 13 of Glass & 
‘Amold's patent No, 428, 751; and claims 20 and 23 of Glass & 
Arnold's patent No. 428, 750. 

Count 2 covers substantially claims 7,8, and 14 of Axelson, 
Tewksbury & Ott's application; claim 14 of Ling's application; 


claims 13 and 22 of Keller's application Serial No. 334,477; claims 
9 and 11 of Keller's application Serial No. 381,404; claims 4,6 to 


(2-071 aa.) 
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8, 12,16,19,29,33 to 37,40,46,50 to 52, 54 to 57, and 60 of Kellers 
‘* application Serial No. 379824; claim 1 of Douglass' patent; claims 
11 end 12 of Gilliland and Toppan's application; claims 12 and 13 


of Glass & Amold's application; claims 11, 12 and 13 of Glass & 


“ Amola's patent 428,751; and claims 22 and 23 of Glass & Arnold's 


patent 428,750. YAK Whe 4 


IN TH! UNITED STATES PATENT OFIICK, ‘ 


bia the Numismotor Phonograph Interferences. 
Tose 15,995, 15,096, 15,444. 


, “Keller 
VSe 
Douglas 
VS. 
Glass & Arnold: et ols 


i Vs e tes IS AR oe i ds he patti : Gs iad ba? Tee 
‘y a3 Sipser ee. . a ie sd 


| a ; 
| : BRIEF NOTES ON ‘BEHALF OF KELLER ON TH MOTION, DISS OLVIy, 
a: This motion is thade under Rule 75, as interpreted in Reed 
vs. Landman, 55 0. G. 1275 (May 26th 1891) and Zitinger vs. Rey- 


riolds vs. “eIntire, 57 0. G. 1279 (Nov. 7, 1591). 
i “These interferences were declared in accordance with the 
practice established by ex parte Upton ©. D. 1884, P. 26, which was 
specifically limited, if not overruled by the above named decision 
so that it "aos notin’ any manner’ modify the apilicationt ot Rule 
15 to the point presented in this case. 
4pplying this ruling to the present case, and limiting 
the discussion to those claims of the Douglas and Glass & Arnold 
patents which have been declared to be interference with the appli- 
cation of Keller and Gilliland and 1% Toppan involved in the inter- 
raccieabe it will be clear that no interference in fact exists. 
First, as to the Douglas»patent of which claims 1] and 2 
seg 8, declared 0 be in interfer ence. 


ara ee 
In y none of the above named applications® is a cirouif °"* ed 


breaker arranged in a coin anity and adapted to hold a coin or 
token with means for actuating the gaxim circuit breaker from the 
phonograph carriage to release, the coin # claim , nor is there 
shown in any case two circuit breakers arranged in a coin chute,edd 
(Plaim 2) 

. Second, Glass & Arnold patent 428,750. Claism 20 and 235 
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“®n re Interference:= 


‘ U.S, Patent Office. 


Division XIV, 


Mareh 11, 1892, 


Keller vs. Douglass No. 15,444, 


vSe Glass & Arnold. Before the Primary Examiner on Mo= 


tion to Dissolve, 


( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Coin Operated Phonographs. 
° 


Decision, 

Motion is made by A.K. Keller to dissolve the interference be= 
tween the applications of said Keller and patents Nos, 428750 and 
428751 granted to Glass and Arnold and patent 431,883, granted to 
Leon F. Douglass on the ground that no interference in fact exists. 
Also to dissolve the interference between the applications of said 
Keller and application 340627 of Glass and Arnold on the ground 
that said Glass and Arnold have no right to make a claim in the 
said application to the subject matter of this interference, 

Patent to Glass and Arnold 428,750, claims 20 and 23 which 
are included in this interference, both specify sliding cut off 
blocks controlling flexible tubes and a swinging bar operating the 
cut off blocks and contacts in the motor circuit operated by said 


bar. 
Patent to Glass and-Arnold, No. 428751 of which claims 11,12, 


and 13 are embraced in this interference specifically claims a 
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tes 


~ 


(2) 


. are said to be inter? eren 3. 


Both specify eiiaing cutoff blocks controlling flexible 


“ tubes, and a swinging bar operating the cut off blocks and contacts 


in the motor circuit operated by said bar. No single one of vhese ” 


elements. is. how. in any. ‘one of the above named_ applications, - nor 


,., do they show any equivalent of the elements epecdtied in the last. - 


five lines” of claim 23. 


se ihin, Glass & Amold patent 428, 751. of. which? clains Li, 
-12 ict 13, are declared’ to. ‘be in interfer ence. 


Bech of these ‘chains ‘specifies a swinging strip operated — 


"by the pepe sted coin and a ‘latch and catch forming electrodes of 


the motor circuit and operated by the swinging stripf. 


Neither” of ‘these ‘elanonts are shown in any one of the 


4 . ccanptine ine filme ta TA 
applicaaions. ‘ahovesnontfoneds ~~ a : 


"to close and Open. a hoaring tube and driven coin rollers makxk none 


- of which are shown in the above named application. 


At is respoottal ly requested that the motions be Sra 
ed. ss 
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¢g swinging strip operated by the deposited coin and a lateh and catch 


o 


forming electrodes of the motor circuit and operated by the swing- 

ing strip. Claim 13 also specifically covers a swinging plate, 

adapted to close and open a hearing tube and driven coin rollers, 

| As none of these Ventanas are shown in the applications of Kel- 
‘ler or the patent to Douglass and can be claimed by neither of 

_ these parties, under the doctrine laid down in Reed vs. Landman 55 
0.G.. 1275,no interference in fact exists. 

The same conclusion must be reached as to the patent of Doug= 
lass, since claims 1 and 2 of said patent,which are involved in 
this interference,include as an element of the combination a cir- 
.cuit breaker sieuniend in a coin chute, and adapted to hold a coin 

4 or token, with means for actuating the cireuit breaker from the 


phonograph carriage to release the coin (claim 1) and two cireuit 


breakers arranged in a coin chute (claim 2) none of which features 


eee ene 


BS are found in the applications of Keller or patents of Glass and Ar= 


nold or can be claimed therein. 

The motion is therefore granted and the interference dissolved 
as to theSe parties. Limit of appeal will expire March 28, 1892, 

The second motion of Keller is for the dissolution of the intey- 
ference between the applications of A.K. Keller and the application 
of Glass and Arnold on the ground that said Glass and Arnold have 


no right to make a claim in the said application to the subject mat- 


ter of the interference, 
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As this application of Glass and Arnold was coneurrently pend- 


.. ing with those which resulted in the grant of patents 428750 and 


-428751, to Glass and Arnold, under the practice as outlined in ex 

iaete Mullen & Mullen 50 0.G. 837, these parties clearly have the 

“right to make the claims which are involved in the issue. Motion 
for dissolution of the interference as to Keller's applications and 


3 that of Glass and Arnotd must therefore be denied. Limit of appeal 


AJ 


_. will expire March 28, 1892, 


Supplemental Decision. 
In reviewing the various applications and uate included in 
this interference in connection with the above motions it iS noted 
>that the application of Glass and Arnold No. 340,627, is restricted 
as to the claims in interference to a species distinct from that of 
either of the Keller applications. This being so the Examiner is 
of the opinion that the Reed vs. Lavwdman decision applies to it as 
well ants the applications and patents embraced in the above mo-= 
tion ,first considered, and, therefore, the cases being mow in his 
jurisdiction does, on his own motion,dissolve the interference. 


Limit of appeal will expire March 28, 1892, 


Moreen Mle paew . om | 
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4 UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, 


4 Washington,D.C.,April 1,1892. 


,* 


a To the Primary Examiner 


” 


in charge of Division XIV. 


In the interference of Keller v- Douglass v. Gilliland & Top- — 
4 “pan,No- 15,444, judgment of priority was rendered against Axelson, 


4 _Tewksbury & Ott, Ling and Gilliland & Toppan,for the reason that 


OO a 


they failed to overcame the record date of the senior party. in 
their preliminary statements. On March 11,1892,you granted a mo- 
tion dissolving the interference as to certain parties and 
j also upon your own motion dissolved the interference as to the re- 
-maining partiese It occurs to the examiner of interferences that 
if the original declaration of interference was erroneous, then the 
judgments rendered against these parties as aforesaid ought not 


to stand of record and should be set aside and vacated upon the 


Regn eee 


motion of the office itself. Will you kindly inform me whether or 


not such an order should be made? 


Very respectfully, 


x . 
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¥ \ 
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° DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washington, D. C., -......Sane..22nd —... . /S9_.2. 
IN RE INTERFERENCE ; 


Keller v. Douglass No, 15,444, ae 


| 


Us : Before the Examiner of Interferences. 


Glass & Arnold. 
Coin Operated Phonograph. | 


a 


A.K.Keller, C/o V.M.Dorsey, # 918 F. St., City. 
L.¥.Douglass, C/o F.W.Ritter, City. 
Glass & Arnold, C/o Boone & Acker, San Francisco, Cal. 


Glass & Arnold, C/o A.H.Evans & Co., City. 


On the llth day of March, 1892, the primary examiner 
granted a motion dissolving this interference, and such decision 
having become final, it is ordered that the same be spread upon 
the interference records, and the application papers of the re- 


spective parties be forthwith transmitted to the primary examiner. ! 
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Examiner of Interferences. : 
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